
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to forCe reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission prop.oses to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly 11 religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
reqUiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
3gency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
Intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

,
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

,
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

)

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pFogramming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

;

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

)

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, pr cedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24. 2008. In MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advIsory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpomts to shape their programmmg. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station Into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
nghts to alf time. Proposed public access requirements would do 50 - even If a religious broadcaster
conSCientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making mformation. The chOice
of programmmg. especially religiOUS programmmg, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal chOiCIlS.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certam licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory specIal renewal
review of certam classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to thelf conSCiences and present only the messages they
correspond to thelf beliefs could face long, expensIve and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chnstian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowmg IS often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze mche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raismg costs m two ways: (a) by reqUlnng
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (b) by further restnctlng main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force selVlce cutbacks - and curtailed selVIce IS contrary to the
public Interest.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"l, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advIsory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVIce from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible ViewpOints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what ViewpOints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decislon-maklng Information. The choice
of programming, espeCially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal chOices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the CommisSioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broadcasters. Those who stay true to their conSCiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chnstian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electncity fiowlng IS often a challenge. Yet. the CommisSion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs In two ways: (a) by requlnng
staff presence whenever a station Is on the air and, (b) by further restncting main studio location chOices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public mterest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above,

Title (if any)

Organization (If any)

8J/02f41'uJ>.L {j', ..
Address (-...

;/010)~3f.,;2~7B
'Phone /

Received ~~ Insoected

APR 212008

FCC Mail Room



Comments In Response to Localism Notlce of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism NOlice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2006, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must nol VIolate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted. would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advIsory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVIce from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing 10 follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a reiigious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must nol turn every radio station Into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even ir a religious broadca5i~f

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must nol force revelation of specific editorial decisionoofTlaklng Information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing, The proposed mandatory speCIal renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings,

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowmg IS often a challenge.. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raiSing costs in two ways: (a) by requmng
staff presence whenever a station Is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force selVlce cutbacks - and curtailed selVlce is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submtl the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, espeCially religiOUS broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allOWing Incompatible viewpOints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religiOUS broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station Into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
consclentiousiy objects to the message. The First Amandment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any reiiglon.

(31 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming, especially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonai choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
al.J!omatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the CommiSSioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Meny Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze nIche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24. 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not VIOlate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's prOposed advIsory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their OWn
consciences. rather than allowing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, Including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station Into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming, especially religiOUS programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewel system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
...view.of certain classes of applicants by the CommiSSioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chnstian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electncity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the CommiSSion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUlnng
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (b) by further restnctlng main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force seNlce cutbacks - and curtailed seNlce is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the folloWing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religiOUS broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share therr values. The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVIce from those who don't share therr
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow therr own
consciences, rather than allOWing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC. from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religiOUS broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to arr time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conSCientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming. especially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would Intrude on
constitutionally-protected edilorlal chOices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the CommiSSioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to therr consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to therr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the CommiSSion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raiSing costs in two ways: (a) by requIring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (bl by further restncting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles. procedures or poliCies discussed above,

hone

Dat~r I

,/.;:C$~&:...l....,I.d::;,,1!:t:::1;~kX:.l::1aC¥/"-'t2~~~6>JtN.e1l &,,'1 I.!.r
Address) , LV

~3£» 1f99-'fSzr!
Name

Signature

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not VIolate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do 50 - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, espeCially religiOUS broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their Own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religiOUS broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
nghts to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religiOUS broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming, espeCially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would Intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal chOices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory speCial renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
relig:ous broadcasters. Those Vw'hO stay true to theii ~Oi~SCjenGes dud present only the messages they
correspond to Ihelr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially rUinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electncity fiowlng IS often a challenge. Yet. the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station Is on the air and, (bl by further restricting main studio location chOices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the follOWing comments In response to the Locelism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must nol VIOlate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, ifenacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religIous broadcasters, to take adVice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandales. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complalnls and even loss of license for choosing to follow Ihelr own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpOints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemmenl,lncluding the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster. must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rIghts to air time. Proposed pUblic access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
consclentiousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religIon.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOIce
of programming. espeCially religious programrmng, IS not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid intrude on
constitutionally-protected edito"~1 choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system ,n whICh certain licensees ~dUld be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandalory speciill renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the CommiSSioners themsehks would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consc'.ences and prasent only Ihe messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market seCUlar
stations. Keeping the elooncity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the CommiSSion proposes 10 further
squeeze mche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs In two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (bl by further restricting main studio localion choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force servIce cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCIes discussed above.
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';ommenls in Resoonse to Localism Notice of Prooosed Rulemaking
,18 Docket No. 04-233

submit the followmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policles or procedures must not VIolate First Amendment nghts. A number 0;
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must no! be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations. eSpecially religiOUS broadcasters, to take adVice from
people who do not share thelf values, The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstttutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who teSlst adVIce from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complamts and even loss of license for choosing to follow thelf own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoonls to shape their programmmg. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, Including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air lime. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a rerogious broadcaster
consCIentiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editortal decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming, especIally religious programmmg. IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would Intrude on
conslitutionally-protected editonal ChoIceS.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certam classes of applicants by the CommJsslOners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. TPose whq stay true to their cor-sCiences and prasent only the messages they
correspond to thelf beliefS could faF long, expenSive an~ potentially rUinous renewal

i
proceedings.

(5) ManY~.h'ristian broadcasters ~perate on ligh; budgets, as do many slnaller market secular
stations. Keepmg he electncity flowing ,sl0tten a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche an 'smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raisIRg costs in two ways: (al by reqUlnng
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (bl by further restncting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules. procedures or poliCIes discussed above.
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Comments In Response to L.ocalism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24. 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pmgramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicant.s by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC nolto adopl rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24. 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, If enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVIce from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible ViewpOints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, Including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religiOUS broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station Into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
consClentiousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editOrial decision-maklng Information. The chOIce
of programming. especially religiOUS programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal chOices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatica!ly barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chnstian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze Riche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raiSing costs in two ways: (a) by reqUlnng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restncting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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